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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 1 1/28/05. 
This action is made final 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-24, and 26-37 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 1 1, 21, 31, 
33, and 35 are independent claims. In the Amendment, filed on 1 1/28/05, claims 1, 11,21,31, 
and 33 were amended, claims 35-37 were added. 

Election/Restrictions 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C 121 : 

I. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-24, and 26-34, drawn to video segment editing or 
sequencing, classified in class 715, subclass 723. 

II. Claims 35-37, drawn to index control, classified in class 715, subclass 721. 
The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 

Inventions I and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together 
in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct from each other if they are 
shown to be separately usable. In the instant case, invention I has a separate utility 
such for exporting the augmentation and; invention II has a separate utility such for 
searching for second content associated with the annotation. (See MPEP § 806.05(d)). 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the search for each group is 
different, restriction for examination purpose as indicated is proper. 
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Newly submitted claims 35-37 are directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, claims 35-37are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a 
non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 - 4, 1 1 - 14, 21 - 24, 3 1 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cassorla et al, U.S. Patent No. 5, 146,552 in view of Jain et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,567,980 further in view of Rivette US 2005/0160357 

As per claim 1, Cassorla teaches a method of augmenting multimedia content by a user 
comprising: 

receiving a selected content from the user; 

receiving an augmentation from the user; 

associating the augmentation with the selected content (see Cassorla, column 5, lines 8 - 

24). 
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Exporting the augmentation and the selected content to an external application, (see 
Cassorla, column 7, lines 30-35). 

However, Cassorla fails to teach the selected content comprises video content. 

Jain teaches a selected content comprises video content, (see Jain, column 6, lines 42- 
column 7, lines 13) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Jain's 
teaching with the method of Cassorla in order to allow users to find the right piece of footage 
instantly. 

However, they fail to teach automatically launching the external application for the user 
in response to the exporting. 

Rivette teaches automatically launching the external application for the user in response 
to the exporting, (paragraph 0194) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Rivette' s 
teaching with method of Cassorla and Rivette in order to allow users to traverse through related 
Web-pages using sub-notes. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1, Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
the augmentation comprises an annotation and further comprising storing the annotation (see 
Cassorla, column 5, lines 8 - 24). 
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As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Cassorla, Jain and Rivette teach the 
method of claim 2 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 2 further 
comprising: 

displaying a list of annotations for the selected content to the user (see Cassorla, column 
5, lines 26 - 30); 

receiving an annotation selection from the user (see Cassorla, column 9,lines 23- 37); 
receiving editing data from the user; and 

editing the annotation selection according to the editing data (see Cassorla, column 5, 
lines 31 - 38 and column 9, lines 57 - 58). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette teach the 
method of claim 2 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 2 further 
comprising: 

storing the annotation and the content selection in a format suitable for use by an external 
application (see Cassorla, column 7, lines 36-41). 

Claim 5 is cancelled. 

As per claims 11-14 and 21-24, they are of similar scope to claims 1 - 4, respectively, 
and are rejected under the same rationale. 
Claim 15 is cancelled. 
Claim 25 is cancelled. 
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As per claim 31, Cassorla teaches a system for augmenting multimedia content by a user 
comprising: 

a presentation module to present a graphical interface to the user when the user selects 
content (see Cassorla, column 7, lines 41 - 43); 

an augmentation module to augment content selected by the user (see Cassorla, column 8, 
lines 11 -13); 

an augmentation retrieval module to retrieve existing augmentations for the content 
selected by the user (see Cassorla, column 2, lines 25 - 30); and 

an augmentation export module to export an augmentation for the content selected by the 
the user to launch an external application (see Cassorla, column 5, lines 21-24 and column 7, 
lines 30 -35; column 7, lines 30 - 35). 

However, Cassorla fails to teach the selected content comprises video content. 

Jain teaches a selected content comprises video content, (see Jain, column 6, lines 42- 
column 7, lines 13) 

It would have been obviousto an artisan at the time of the invention to include Jain's 
teaching with the method of Cassorla in order to allow users to find the right piece of footage 
instantly. 

However, they fail to teach automatically launching the external application for the user 
in response to the exporting. 

Rivette teaches automatically launching the external application for the user in response 
to the exporting, (paragraph 0194) 
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It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Rivette' s 
teaching with method of Cassorla and Rivette in order to allow users to traverse through related 
Web-pages using sub-notes. 

As per claim 32, which is dependent on claim 31, Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette teach the 
method of claim 3 1 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the system of claim 3 1 
further comprising: 

an augmented content database containing augmentations for the content selected by the 
user (see Cassorla, column 6, lines 51 - 67). 

As per claim 33, it is rejected with the same rationale as claim 1 . (Supra) 

As per claim 34, which is dependent on claim 33, it is of the same scope as claim 4. 

(Supra) 

Claims 6, 7, 9, 10, 16, 17, 19, 20, 26, 27, 29, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Cassorla et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,146,552 in view of Jain et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,567,980 further in view of Rivette US 2005/0 1603 5 7and further in view of Borman 
et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,890,172. 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette teach the 
method of claim 1 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
the augmentation is a bookmark (see Cassorla, column 2, lines 20 - 23). 

Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette do not teach wherein /determining related sources with 
information related to the selected content; and associating the related sources with the 
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bookmark. Borman teaches determining related sources with information related to the selected 
content; and associating the related sources with the bookmark (see Borman, column 3, lines 8 - 
22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Borman with the method of Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette in order to 
save user time and effort in finding information. 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Cassorla, Jain, Rivette and Borman teach 
the method of claim 6 (see rejection above). Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette do not teach the method 
of claim 6 further comprising: displaying the related sources when the bookmark is accessed by 
the user; receiving a source selection from the user; and displaying information from the source 
selection to the user. 

Borman teaches displaying the related sources when the bookmark is accessed by the 
user; receiving a source selection from the user; and displaying information from the source 
selection to the user (see Borman, column 3, lines 56 - 64). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the method of Borman with 
the method of Cassorla, Jain, and Rivette in order to allow faster navigation of information by a 
user. 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 6, Cassorla, Jain, Rivette, and Borman teach 
the method of claim 6 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 6 
further comprising: 
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storing the bookmark, the related sources, and the content selection in a format suitable 
for use by an external application (see Cassorla, column 7, lines 36-41). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 6, Cassorla, Jain, Rivette, and Borman 
teach the method of claim 6 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 
6 further comprising: 

exporting the related sources, along with the bookmark and the content selection to an 
external application (see Cassorla, column 7, lines 30-35). 

As per claims 16, 17, 19 and 20 and 26, 27, 29 and 30, they are of similar scope to claims 
6-10, respectively, and are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 8, 18, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cassorla et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,146,552 in view of Jain et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,567,980 further 
in view of Rivette US 2005/0160357 further in view of Borman et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,890,172 
as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of Hansen et al., U.S. Patent No. 6,442,144. 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 6, Cassorla, Jain, Rivette, and Borman teach 
the method of claim 6 (see rejection above). Cassorla further teaches the method of claim 6, 
wherein determining related sources comprises: 
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examining a profile of the user (see Cassorla, column 7, lines 65 - column 8, line 16). 
Cassoria further teaches transmitting over a remote network connection using a network device 
(see Cassorla, column 7, lines 30-35). 

Cassorla, Jain, Rivette, and Borman do not teach determining if a remote network 
connection is available; and determining if a local network device is available. Hansen teaches 
determining if a remote network connection is available; and determining if a local network 
device is available (see Hansen, column 2, lines 47 - 67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the method of Hansen with the method of Cassorla, Jain, Rivette, and Borman in 
order to allow a user to more readily discover available resources. 

As per claims 18 and 28, they are of similar scope to claim 8 and are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 6-14, 16-24, and 26-34 have been 
considered but are deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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